STUDIES   IN   A   DYING   CULTURE
evolution of the coercive  State which secures his
freedom.
There is, however, one vital difference. Bourgeois
social relations, generating the liberty of the bour-
geois and the non-liberty of the proletarian, depend
on the existence of both freedom and unfreedom for
their continuance. The bourgeois could not enjoy his
idleness without the labour of the worker, nor the
worker remain in a bourgeois relationship without the
coercive guidance and leadership of the bourgeois.
Thus the liberty of the few is, in bourgeois soaal
relations, built on the unfreedom of the many. The
two Nations dwell in perpetual antagonism. But
after the dispossession of the bourgeoisie, the antagon-
ism between the expropriated and therefore unfree
bourgeois, and the inheriting and therefore free prole-
tariat, is only temporary. For the owners of the means
of production, being also the workers of that means,
do not need the existence of an expropriated class.
"When, therefore, the transition is complete, and the
bourgeois class is either absorbed or has died out,
there is no longer an unfree compelled class. That is
what is meant by the * withering away * of the State
into a classless society, after the transitional period
such as is now taking place in Russia.
This, stated in its simplest terms, is the causal process
whereby bourgeois social relations can change into
new social relations not generating a mass of unfreedom
as the opposite pole to a little freedom. We have pur-
posely made it simple. A fuller discussion, such as
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